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JodyK. Prirfce 9 

PETITION TO REVIVE UNINTENTIONALLY ABANDONED APPLICATION 

Sir: 

The above-identified application has become abandoned for failure to submit 
formal drawings in compliance with the Notice of Allowance. Initially, new drawings in 
the form of photomicrographs are enclosed. The entire delay in properly complying with 
the formal drawing requirement was unintentional. 

Applicant believes that it will be obvious that the entire delay was unintentional 
inasmuch as formal drawings were submitted within the time frame noted in the NOA, 
but that they were found unacceptable inasmuch as the Examiner objected to the 



numbering of the figures. Additionally, some photomicrographs became dislodged from 
their Bristol board mounts after arriving at the PTO. Since that initial submission, the 
PTO Rules have changed and Bristol board mounting no longer is acceptable. 
Therefore, the attached photomicrographs are not mounted but rather stand alone. 

Applicant initially responded to the Notice of Abandonment with a Petition to 
Withdraw the Holding of Abandonment on January 23, 2003. That Petition was denied 
on March 13, 2003 with a notation that a renewed Petition must be submitted. A 
second Petition to Withdraw the Holding of Abandonment was filed on May 13, 2003. 
That Petition also was denied on January 12, 2004 indicating that the proper recourse 
is the instant Petition to Revive citing unintentional abandonment. Copies of the series 
of petitions and decisions are attached. 

Applicant offers the following in-depth explanation and reiterates the facts as to 
events leading to this Petition to Revive. After receipt of the Notice of Abandonment, 
the undersigned was engaged in conversations with the following individuals 
telephonically and was communicating via facsimile concerning the formal drawings. 
Copies of the facsimile communications are attached. It should be noted that as early 
as May 21, 2002, following telephonic communications, Jody Prince, a paralegal in our 
office, faxed a post card receipt to Mr. Tom Hawkins in Publications, because Mr. 
Hawkins had indicated that he had not received the Letter to the Official Draftsman that 
accompanied the issue fee payment. Mr. Hawkins indicated that if he received our post 
card receipt and if he could locate the communication to which it referred, the holding of 
abandonment should be able to be withdrawn. The facsimile communication also 
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indicates that Cheryl Scotney would be calling Mr. Hawkins to discuss the matter. After 
several telephonic discussions with Mr. Hawkins concerning whether his receipt of our 
post card would cause the holding of abandonment to be withdrawn, to which a definite 
answer was never given, the undersigned first contacted the Examiner, Leon Lankford, 
Jr. at telephone number 703-308-2455 and was told to contact another person in 
Publications by the name of LaMonte Newsome at the telephone number 703-305-5358 
in an attempt to receive an answer. The noted conversations took place over a period 
of months. When a holding of withdrawal of the abandonment was not forthcoming, the 
undersigned deemed it prudent to file a Petition requesting the same. 

Additionally, concerning the formal drawings the undersigned interpreted the 
Notice of Allowability to require a replacement Fig. 1 A. It was not interpreted to require 
replacement drawings for previously submitted and accepted photomicrographs 
mounted on Bristol board. Therefore, the issue fee payment was accompanied by a 
response explaining that Fig. 1 A was not required. The undersigned wishes to explain 
that new formal drawings were not submitted because it was not understood that they 
were necessary. As noted in the Petition Decision, Fig. 4A had been entered. 
Therefore it was unclear to the undersigned that any formal drawings were required 
based upon a review of the facts and the history of the file itself. The undersigned 
believed that the response filed with the issue fee payment was a fully compliant 
response concerning the formal drawings. 

In further explanation, the undersigned reiterates the following statements that 
were made in the previously-submitted Petitions: 
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By a PETITION RESPONSIVE TO NOTICE OF OMITTED ITEM(S) IN A 
NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) the following 
information was provided (a portion of the exact text of that petition is restated herein as 
follows): 

A copy of Fig. 4A from Applicants photocopy made in 
this office of the application exactly as it was submitted to 
the PTO on October 23, 2000; 

A copy of the patent application transmittal indicating 
1 1 sheets of drawings; and 

A copy of the return-receipt post card acknowledging 
receipt of 1 1 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Applicant respectfully submits that at the time of 
receipt of the application in the PTO Mail Room, Fig. 4A was 
attached as acknowledged by the PTO stamp on the Post 
card indicating 11 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Further evidencing the submission, Fig. 4A is 
discussed in the specification at the following locations: 

Brief Description of the Drawings at page 17, first 
paragraph; and 

Detailed Description of the Invention, Example 4, at 
page 29, lines 1-5. 

In order to advance prosecution, a newly prepared 
Fig. 4A consisting of a mounted photomicrograph is 
attached for the record. 

Therefore, a review of the official PTO record will reflect that, when compared to 
the specification as allowed, all drawings are present in the record and no further items 
are necessary in order for the patent to proceed to issuance. However, responsive to 
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the Petition Decision, new photomicrographs are attached. Applicant respectfully 




request that this Petition be granted and that the application proceed to issuance. 



Respectfully submitted 



Dated: 



By: 




Cheryl S. Seotney, Reg. No. 46,2 1£ 
Attorney for Applicant 
Standley Law Group LLP 
495 Metro Place South, Suite 210 
Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
Telephone: (614)792-5555 
Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
E-mail: cscotney@standleyllp.com 
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Title: PROTEIN-FREE DEFINED MEDIA 
FOR THE GROWTH OF NORMAL 
HUMAN KERATINOCYTES 



Bruce M. Kisliuk 
Director, Technology Center 1600 



Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 CF.R. §1.8 (A) 

Date of Deposit: May 13, 2003 
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PETITION FROM THE EXAMINER'S HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT 

UNDER 37CFR1.81fa) 

Sir: 

Responsive to the Petition Decision dated March 13, 2003, and in accordance 
with Director Kisliuk's recommendations, Applicant hereby petitions that the Examiner's 
holding of abandonment be withdrawn. 

Responsive to point 1 raised in the Petition Decision, new photomicrographs 
mounted on Bristol board are attached. 



Responsive to point 2, applicant offers the following in-depth explanation as to 
the time frame within which the previous petition was submitted. The undersigned was 
engaged in conversations with the following individuals telephonically and was 
communicating via facsimile. Copies of the facsimile communications are attached, .t 
should be noted that as early as May 21, 2002, following telephonic communications, 
Jody Prince, a paralegal in our office, faxed a post card receipt to Mr. Tom Hawkins in 
Publications, because Mr. Hawkins had indicated that he had not received the Letter to 
the Official Draftsman that accompanied the issue fee payment. Mr. Hawkins indicated 
that if he received our post card receipt and if he could locate the communication to 
which it referred, the holding of abandonment should be able to be withdrawn. The 
facsimile communication also indicates that Cheryl Scotney would be calling Mr. 
Hawkins to discuss the matter. After several telephonic discussions with Mr. Hawkins 
concerning whether his receipt of our post card would cause the holding of 
abandonment to be withdrawn, to which a definite answer was never given, the 
undersigned first contacted the Examiner, Leon Lankford, Jr. at the telephone number 
703-308-2455 and was told to contact another person in Publications by the name of 
LaMonte Newsome at the telephone number 703-305-5358 in an attempt to receive an 
answer. The noted conversations took place over a period of months. When a holding 
of withdrawal of the abandonment was not forthcoming, the undersigned deemed it 
prudent to file a Petition requesting the same. The undersigned believes that this 
explanation as to the length of time before filing the petition is sufficient to explain point 
2 raised in the Petition Decision. 
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Responsive to point 3, the undersigned interprets the Notice of AlloWaSii^g 
require a replacement Fig. 1 A. It was not interpreted to require rep.acemer|I§^ 



for previously submitted and accepted photomicrographs mounted on Bristol board.^ 
Therefore, the issue fee payment was accompanied by a response explaining thatf! 
1A was not required. The undersigned wishes to explain that new formal drawings^ 
were not submitted because it was not understood that they were necessary. As noted 
in the Petition Decision, Fig. 4A had been entered. Therefore it was unclear to the 
undersigned that any formal drawings were required based upon a review of the facts 
and the history of the file itself. The undersigned believed that the response filed with 
the issue fee payment was a fully compliant response concerning the formal drawings. 
In explanation, the undersigned reiterates the following statements made in the 
previously-submitted Petition: 

By a PETITION RESPONSIVE TO NOTICE OF OMITTED ITEM(S) IN A 
NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) the following 
information was provided (a portion of the exact text of that petition is restated herein as 
follows): 

A copy of Fig. 4A from Applicants photocopy made in 
this office of the application exactly as it was submitted to 
the PTO on October 23, 2000; 

A copy of the patent application transmittal indicating 
1 1 sheets of drawings; and 

A copy of the return-receipt post card acknowledging 
receipt of 1 1 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Applicant respectfully submits that at the time of 
receipt of the application in the PTO Mail Room, Fig. 4A was 



attached as acknowledged by the PTO stamp on the Post 
card indicating 1 1 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Further evidencing the submission, Fig. 4A is 
discussed in the specification at the following locations: 

Brief Description of the Drawings at page 17, first 
paragraph; and 

Detailed Description of the Invention, Example 4, at 
page 29, lines 1-5. 

In order to advance prosecution, a newly prepared 
Fig. 4A consisting of a mounted photomicrograph is 
attached for the record. 

Therefore, a review of the official PTO record will reflect that, when compared to 
the specification as allowed, all drawings are present in the record and no further items 
are necessary in order for the patent to proceed to issuance. However, responsive to 
the Petition Decision, newly mounted photomicrographs are attached. Applicants 
respectfully request that the holding of abandonment be withdrawn. 

The undersigned believes that no petition fee is required in the instant Petition. 
However, should the above arguments not be persuasive, please accept this Petition as 
a Petition to Revive Under 37 C.F.R. 1.137(b). The undersigned believes that the 
arguments above reflect that Applicant and the undersigned acted in good faith by filing 
what they believed to be a fully responsive reply with the issue fee. Therefore, the 
undersigned believes that the abandonment was unavoidable in that no other course of 
action to be taken was apparent and that she believed that all appropriate responses 
and paperwork had been filed with the issue fee payment. Therefore, the undersigned 
believes that the higher standard of "unavoidable" abandonment has been met. The 






Commissioner is authorized to charge the $55.00 petition fee to Deposit Account 
4076 if it is determined that the petition fee is due. A duplicate of this document is 
enclosed for such purpose. 

Respectfully submitted, 



ated: 5>| fejo^, 



By: 



Cheryl S. Scofney, Reg. No. 46,218 
Attorney for Applicant 
Standley & Gilcrest LLP 
495 Metro Place South, Suite 210 
Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
Telephone: (614) 792-5555 
Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
E-mail: cscotney@standleyandgilcrest.com 
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DATE 

XO: Tom Hawkins 



ILE COVER SHEET 



FACSIMILE NO.: 703-305-4372 



COMPANY: USPTQ 
FROM : Jody Prince 



Number of pages (including cover- sheet) 
SUBJECT: U.S. Serial KTo. 09/694,393 



NOTES: 



Responsive TO your conversation this datti with Cheryl Scotney, attached is a copy of 



the cotnmunlcaiion that accompanied The issue fee Transmittal concerning the fbrmBl drawings. A copy 
of The post card rcioeupT. is aTtached. I will telephone yon today to discuss any further requirements. 



CONFIRMATION: 
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by Express Pvta.il 



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 
Tha Infbrmaiion comMned in this facsimile mcifage I* «tn trtly confidential and is InienUcd only for the use of the addreucc named 
•bove. The inlbrmotion oontainod in this facsimile mcisago may bo subject to iha anorncy-cllcnr privllogc. anornoy work product 
doctrine and/or subject to proiccilvc Court order, if Uio rcttd«r oTthix messuge is not ir»o intended reeipiant. you are hereby notified 
that any use, dltaeminaiion, distribution or copy Ins of this communlcwlon Is strictly prohibited. If you have rcoofvod this 
communlc.ilon In error, please Immediately notify the above-named sender by telephone (by calling collect where necessary) and 
return the oiistnel moMise to Standi ey 4c Oilurcai at ih« above address via the U.S. Postal Service or destroy it. 
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Telephone: (614) 792-5555 
Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
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DATE: May 21, 2002 
T 0 : Tom Hawkins 



FACSIMILE NO.: 703-305-4372 



COMPANY: USPTO 



FROM: Jody Prince 



Number of pages (including cover sheet) - 3_ 
SUBJECT: U.S. Serial No. 09/694,393 



pages 



NOTES: Responsive to your conversation this date with Cheryl Scotney, attached is a copy of 

the communication that accompanied the issue fee transmittal concerning the formal drawings, A copy 
of the post card receipt is attached. I will telephone you today to discuss any further requirements. 



CONFIRMATION: 



□ by First Class Mail 

□ by Express Mail 
S none 



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

The information contained in this facsimile message is strictly confidential and is intended only for the use of the addressee named 
above. The information contained in this facsimile message may be subject to the attorney-client privilege, attorney work product 
doctrine and/or subject to protective Court order. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is.strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please immediately notify the above-named sender by telephone (by calling collect where necessary) and 
return the original message to Standley & Gilcrest at the above address via the U.S. Postal Service or destroy it. 
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495 Metro Place South 
Suite 210 
Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
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OFFiCE OF PETITIONS 



Attention: OFFICIAL DRAFTSMAN 



Re: U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/694,393 

Title: Protein-Free Defined Media for the Growth of 

Normal Human Keratihocytes 
Filed: 12/23/2000 
Notice of Allowability:. 09/28/01 
Batch No.: M72 

Attorney Docket No.: HYG 1 194-01 ID 



This Paper is filed responsive to the Notice of Allowability, wherein the Examiner has 
requested a Fig. 1 A. A review of the specification will confirm that there is, in fact, no Fig. 1 A 
in the application. The Figures began with Fig. IB. Therefore, it respectfully is submitted that 
no further drawings are required. 

The issue fee accompanies this response. Therefore, all requirements having been met, 
the patent should proceed to issuance. 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1 .8 (A) 

Date of Deposit: December 28, 2001 
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage as 
first-class mail in an envelope addressed to BOX ISSUE FEE, Commissioner for Patents, Washington, D.C. 20231. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Cheryl S. Scotney 
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filing an assignment. 

(A) name of assignee Hy-Gene Biomedical, Inc. 
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In re Application of 
John J. Wille, Jr. 
Serial No.: 09/694,393 
Filed: October 23, 2000 
Attorney Docket No. : 1 1 94-0 1 1 D 



UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERCE FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
AND DIRECTOR OF THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

WASHINGTON, D C. 20231 
WWW.USPTO.GOV 




PETITION DECISION 



This letter is in regard to the petition (under 37 CFR 1.181) filed January 29, 2003, to withdraw 
the Notice of Abandonment. Applicant should note that the Serial Number on the petition is 
incorrect and delayed correlating the petition with the application file. 

BACKGROUND 

A review of the file history shows that this application was filed on October 23, 2000, and 
consisted of (according to the transmittal letter) 36 pages of specification and claims, 1 1 sheets of 
drawing, a 3 page declaration and a small entity filing fee and a return postcard. The drawings 
consisted of photomicrographs mounted on a Bristol Board backing. Upon receipt and 
processing of the application a Notice of Omitted Items was mailed to applicant on January 2, 
2001. The missing item was identified as Figure 4A. On February 15, 2001, applicant replied by 
supplying a copy of Figure 4 A and a petition to accept the omitted figure as having been part of 
the original filing, as evidenced by the Office date stamped return postcard which does not 
indicate that any figures are missing from the originally filed application papers. No formal 
decision on the petition appears in the record, however it appears that the petition was accepted 
and Figure 4A, as supplied with the petition, entered. 

The examiner allowed the application on first action appending to the Notice of Allowability a 
requirement that missing Figure 1A be supplied. The Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due and 
the Notice of Allowability, both mailed to applicant on September 28, 2001, set a three month 
statutory period for paying the Issue Fee and supplying the additional drawing. The Issue Fee 
was timely paid on January 24, 2002. It appears that no reply to the requirements of the Notice 
of Allowability was made. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed to applicant on May 14, 2002, 
indicating that new formal drawings had not been received. Applicant then filed this petition on' 
January 29, 2003. 



DISCUSSION 



All of the difficulties with this application revolve around the drawings. M.P.E.P. 608.02 sets 
forth drawing standards for photographic submissions, as follows: 

(b) Photographs . — 

(1) Black and white . Photographs, including photocopies of photographs, are not ordinarily permitted in utility 
and design patent applications. The Office will accept photographs in utility and design patent applications, however, 
if photographs are the only practicable medium for illustrating the claimed invention. For example, photographs or 
photomicrographs of: electrophoresis gels, blots ( e.g., immunological, western, Southern, and northern), auto- 
radiographs, cell cultures (stained and unstained), histological tissue cross sections (stained and unstained), animals, 
plants, in vivo imaging, thin layer chromatography plates, crystalline structures, and, in a design patent application, 
ornamental effects, are acceptable. If the subject matter of the application admits of illustration by a drawing, the 
examiner may require a drawing in place of the photograph. The photographs must be of sufficient quality so that all 
details in the photographs are reproducible in the printed patent. 
***** 

Photographs or photomicrographs (not photolithographs or other reproductions of photographs made by using 
screens) printed on sensitized paper are acceptable as final drawings, in lieu of India ink drawings, to illustrate 
inventions which are incapable of being accurately or adequately depicted by India ink drawings, e.g., 
electrophoresis gels, blots, (e.g., immunological, western, Southern, and northern), autoradiographs, cell cultures 
(stained and unstained), histological tissue cross sections (stained and unstained), animals, plants, in vivo imaging, 
thin layer chromatography plates, crystalline structures, metallurgical microstructures, textile fabrics, grain structures 
and ornamental effects. The photographs or photomicrographs must show the invention more clearly than they can 
be done by India ink drawings and otherwise comply with the rules concerning such drawings. 
Photographs submitted in lieu of ink drawings must comply with 37 CFR 1.84(b). There is no requirement for a 
petition or petition fee, and only one set of photographs is required. See 1213 O.G. 108 (Aug. 4, 1998) and 121 1 
O.G. 34 (June 9, 1998) and 37 CFR 1.84(b)(1). 

Such photographs to be acceptable must be made on photographic paper having the following characteristics which 
are generally recognized in the photographic trade: double weight paper with a surface described as smooth with a 
white tint. Note that photographs filed on or after October 1, 2001 may no longer be mounted on Bristol 
Board. See 37 CFR 1.84(e) and 1246 O.G. 106 (May 22, 2001). If several photographs are used to make one sheet 
of drawings, the photographs must be contained (i.e., developed) on a single sheet. 

Applicant supplied Bristol Board mounted photographs with the original application papers. 
However, it appears that the photographs were not securely mounted to the Bristol Board, as 
required. This is evidenced by the discovery in initial processing of a blank sheet of Bristol Board 
containing the legend "Fig 4A" but no photograph. One loose photograph was found with the 
papers. However, the Office cannot assume that the loose photograph is the one which should 
have been mounted on the blank sheet of Bristol Board. For this reason the Notice of Omitted 
Items was mailed to applicant. In response, a new Bristol Board mounted photograph was 
submitted. 

During examination the examiner noted that Figures IB- ID were present, but not Figure 1 A. The 
specification does not mention a Figure 1 A. Thus the omission of Figure 1A appears not to have 
been an oversight and the examiner's requirement that it be supplied in response to the Notice of 
Allowability was improper. However, applicant in any future applications should number and 
letter drawings beginning with number "1 " and letter "A" so as to avoid confusion or questions as 
to whether a drawing figure is missing or not. During examination several other photographs 
have become detached from their Bristol Board mounting. Clearly the originally supplied 
photographs were not properly mounted on Bristol Board in a secure manner. As an application's 
specification and drawings are disassembled and individually processed during the printing 
process, the existence of loose photographs would inevitably lead to errors in printing, such as 
missing figures or incorrectly numbered figures. The examiner's requirement for new drawings is 
therefor maintained. Note also the bold portion of the section quoted above. 
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It is further noted that this petition was filed more than eight months after the Notice of 
Abandonment was mailed to applicant. 37 CFR 1.181(f) requires that petitions be filed within 
two months of the action complained of, in this case abandonment of the application. Failure to 
do so may be cause for dismissal of the petition. The time period is indicated as non-extendable. 
Applicant's petition indicates that the application has been discussed several times with the 
examiner. In consulting with the examiner, the examiner of record in this application fails to 
remember any discussions with applicant about this application. It may be that applicant spoke 
with other Office personnel, which remain unidentified, but applicant did not speak with the 
examiner of record. Nor does the petition indicate what the subject of any such discussions was. 
Other than the referred to discussions, no reasonable reason is given for the delay in filing this 
petition. 



Applicant's petition is DISMISSED. Applicant may submit a renewed petition requesting 
reconsideration of this decision upon satisfaction of the following conditions: 

1 . New drawings in compliance with the guidelines set forth above for photographic drawings 
must be submitted within TWO MONTHS of the mail date of this decision. No extension of this 
time period will be permitted. 

2. A satisfactory explanation of the reason for delay in filing the original petition must be 
submitted. 

3. A satisfactory reason for not filing a reply to the Notice of Allowability requirement for new 
drawings is also required. As noted in the Notice of Abandonment this application was held 
abandoned for failure to file new drawings, as required in the Notice of Allowability. This likely 
refers to the requirement to submit a Figure 4A, but may also be extended to apply to the poorly 
mounted photographs. In view of this requirement, applicant may wish to consider the filing of a 
petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) or (b). 

Any renewed petition must be submitted within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
petition decision in order to be considered timely. No extension of this time period will be 
permitted. 

Should there be any questions with respect to this decision, please contact William R. Dixon, Jr., 
by mail addressed to: Director, Technology Center 1600, Washington, D.C. 20231, or by 
telephone at (703)308-3824 or by facsimile transmission at (703) 305-7230. 



DECISION 




Bruce M. Kisliuk 

Director, Technology Center 1600 
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IN THE UNITED STA TESPA TENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of: 

Inventor: John J. Wille, Jr. X£t5ao*£ 

Serial No.: 09/694,394 

Filing Date: October 23, 2000 

Title: PROTEIN-FREE DEFINED MEDIA 
FOR THE GROWTH OF NORMAL 
HUMAN KERATINOCYTES 

Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 




Attorney Docket No: 11 94-0 1 1 D 

Customer Service Center/Initial 
Patent Examination Division 
Group Art Unit: 1636 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.8 (A) 



Date of Deposit: . £2-3, c&h^ 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage 
as first-class mail in an envelope addressed to Commissioner for Patents^vyashington, q.C. 2023T. 



itsj/yashington, D.C 
Jody K. Prince / ' 



PETITION FROM THE EXAMINER'S HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT 

UNDER 37 CFR1.81fa) 



Sir: 



Applicant hereby petitions that the Examiner's holding of abandonment be 
withdrawn. The undersigned has discussed the application several times with the 
Examiner since the Notice of Abandonment. In order to expedite the procedure, the 
instant Petition is being submitted. This Petition will confirm that all drawings referred to 
in the application have been submitted and the application is complete as it exists in the 
current PTO record. 

By a PETITION RESPONSIVE TO NOTICE OF OMITTED ITEM(S) IN A 
NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1.53(b) the following 



information was provided (a portion of the exact text of that petition is restated herein t 
follows): 

A copy of Fig. 4A from Applicants photocopy made in 
this office of the application exactly as it was submitted to 
the PTO on October 23, 2000; 

A copy of the patent application transmittal indicating 
1 1 sheets of drawings; and 

A copy of the return-receipt post card acknowledging 
receipt of 1 1 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Applicant respectfully submits that at the time of 
receipt of the application in the PTO Mail Room, Fig. 4A was 
attached as acknowledged by the PTO stamp on the Post 
card indicating 1 1 sheets of formal photomicrographs. 

Further evidencing the submission, Fig. 4A is 
discussed in the specification at the following locations: 

Brief Description of the Drawings at page 17, first 
paragraph; and 

Detailed Description of the Invention, Example 4, at 
page 29, lines 1-5. 

In order to advance prosecution, a newly-prepared 
Fig. 4A consisting of a mounted photomicrograph is 
attached for the record. 

Therefore, a review of the official PTO record will reflect that, when compared to 
the specification as allowed, all drawings are present in the record and no further items 
are necessary in order for the patent to proceed to issuance. Applicants respectfully 
request that the holding of abandonment be withdrawn. 
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The undersigned believes that no petition fee is required in the instant Petition. 
However, should it be determined that the fee is due, the Commissioner is authorized to 
charge Deposit Account 19-4076 in the appropriate amount. A duplicate of this Petition 




jS-enclosed for such purpose. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 1 pt-lo?> 




Cheryl S. Scotney, Reg. No. 46.2W 
Attorney for Applicant 
Standley & Gilcrest LLP 
495 Metro Place South, Suite 210 
Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
Telephone: (614) 792-5555 
Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
e-mail: cscotney@standleyandgilcrest.com 
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□ Appl'n for Patent with: 

pg of specification 

pg of Claims 

pg of Drawings Informal/Formal 

□ Inventor's Declaration & Power of Any. 

□ Verified Small Entity Statement of Inventor 

□ Verified Small Entity Statement of 



□ Information Disclosure Statement 

□ Response to Notice of Missing Parts 

□ Amendment. 



□ Letter to Draftsman 

pg Formal Drawings 



□ Issue Fee Forms . - 

□ Assignment & Assignment Recordation Sheet ^ 

JUeemficate of mailing date of . 
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□ Appl'n for TM/SM with drawing and 
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□ Use based 
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□ Appl'n for Copyright Registration and 
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□ Amendment to Allege Use 
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